South Coast

Air Quality Management District

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-200@ www.agmd.gov

FAXED: AUGUST 8, 2007

August 8, 2007

Mr. Richard Ayala
City of Ontario
Planning Division
303 East “B” Street
Ontario, CA 91764

Dear Mr. Ayala:
Draft Subseguent Environmental | mpact Report (DSEIR)

Ontario Wal-Mart Super center
(June 2007)

The South Coast Air Quality Management District &&IMD) appreciates the
opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned desumThe following comments
are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and @lauincorporated in the Final
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 210p2ase provide the SCAQMD with
written responses to all comments contained hgmean to the certification of the Final
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report. The SCAQMDId be available to work
with the Lead Agency to address these issues andthar questions that may arise.
Please contact James Koizumi, Air Quality Spediali€EQA Section, at (909) 396-
3234 if you have any questions regarding these camtsn

Sincerely

Steve Smith., Ph.D.
Program Supervisor
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment
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SS: JK:CB

SBC070626-09
Control Number

Draft Subsequent Environmental I mpact Report (DSEIR)
Ontario Wal-Mart Super center

1. Off-Site I nfrastructur e Il mprovement Emissions

On page 17 of the “Air Quality Impacts Analysidyetlead agency indicates that several
off-site infrastructure improvement projects aranpled that will likely occur during the
building erection phase. Although the lead agadass not calculate construction
emissions for the off-site improvements, it conelsithat because later phase
construction emissions are less than the SCAQM&smmended significance
thresholds and, because of the physical distarpagatng the off-site improvements and
on-site construction emissions, the project “mawpbke to accommodate off-site
improvements without exceeding those thresholdgithout quantifying the off-site
construction emissions, the lead agency has nobdstmated that on-site and off-site
construction emissions do not exceed any of thécaiybe regional significance
thresholds. For determining regional significardistance between emission sources is
unimportant.

Further, depending on the location of the off-si@rovement construction, emissions
from the off-site equipment have the potentialxoe=d the localized significance
thresholds. As a result, the SCAQMD requestsdffegite improvement construction
emissions be calculated. Once calculated, thesssiems should be added to the
appropriate phase on-site construction emissiodsten compared to the regional
significance thresholds. Similarly, the appromiaff-site construction emissions should
also be compared to the appropriate localized fsigmnice thresholds.

2. CO Hotspots Analysis

« EMFAC2002 emission factors were used for the CQ@puis analysis. EMFAC2007
emission factors were used for the HRA for the spmgct according to hard copy
files provided by the lead agency’s air quality salitant. EMFAC2007 emission
factors have been available since November 200&laodld be used for all current
and future projects.

* Inthe SCAQMD’s 10/27/06 comment letter on the NISRoér the proposed project,
the SCAQMD requested that electronic versions ldiauality modeling and HRA
files be submitted to the SCAQMD along with the IISE Detailed calculations and
documentation in electronic format were not prodids requested by SCAQMD
staff. Based on the hard copy CO protocol serthbyead agency’s air quality
consultant, it appears that the BAAQMD CO hotspwotalysis protocol for receptors
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25 feet away from the intersection of two six-laoads was used. Because the
requested support documentation was not providkedieceptor distance and road
type could not be verified. It appears that thescitant used the 25-foot receptor
distance, however, since roadways typically hasievgalks, the “at edge” receptor
distance should be used instead of the 25-foctmlist unless it can be demonstrated
and documented that receptors would not be clbser 25 feet from the roadway.

3. Health Risk Assessment (HRA)

» Although documentation was not provided to SCAQMé&ffsit appears that the
emission factors for the detailed HRA were devetbgienilarly to those in the
screening level HRA. SCAQMD staff requested eteutr data twice. The first
request was made on July 13, 2007 to Mr. Ayalaregponse to this request, the lead
agency'’s air quality consultant provided hard cemitthe weighted emission factors
but, the complete documentation was not providedecond request was made on
July 24, 2007 to the lead agency’s consultant, viaias not answered. As a result,
neither electronic nor hard copy documentation vpeogided to SCAQMD, so
SCAQMD staff had to re-run the EMFAC model to vetifie results, which can be
very labor intensive and, therefore, time consumitgs for these reasons that the
SCAQMD requests the electronic files for all HRA®lair quality modeling results.

In an effort to evaluate the HRA, SCAQMD staff geated emission factors and
emission calculations based on general assumptantained in the DSEIR to verify
emission factors provided by the air quality cotemtl Neither the EMFAC2007
emissions factors nor the emissions could be cdaeliplduplicated. EMFAC2007
maneuvering emission factors were reported in tRAlds grams per hour; however,
EMFAC2007 generates maneuvering emission factogsams per mile. A
conversion calculation was never provided. Thessions generated for LD1, LD2
are slightly different and could not be reprodubaded on using emissions from
whole truck trips.

4. URBEMIS 2007

The lead agency should be aware that URBEMIS 20@bw available and should
be used for future air quality analysis insteatd BBEMIS 2002. Since the CEQA
document for the proposed project was circulategtdlic review before URBEMIS
2007 became available in June 2007, use of URBENIR is acceptable for this
project.



